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Art. I.—ON THE COINCIDENCE OF OPTIC NEU¬ 
RITIS AND SUBACUTE TRANSVERSE * 
MYELITIS* 


By E. C. Seguin, M. D., 

Clinical Professor of Diseases of the Nervous System in 
the College of Physicians and Surgeons, New York. 


M R. PRESIDENT and Gentlemen: —For nearly thirty 
years since the first researches of Budge and Waller, 
of Claude Bernard and of Brown-Sequard, on the spinal inner¬ 
vation of the eyeball, physicians have been acquainted with 
various ocular symptoms of spinal diseases. The more promi¬ 
nent of these associations have been the myosis and atrophy 
of the optic nerves observed in the course of sclerosis of the 
posterior columns of the spinal cord, or progressive locomotor 
ataxia. Again, myelitis of the cervical spinal cord, whether 
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dorsal region in all the cases, but in all other respects there 
were marked differences. 

In case I. the right half of the spinal cord no doubt con¬ 
tained most of the lesions. 

In case II. the SBstheeodic region of the cord (posterior 
grey matter or peri-ependymal region ?) was chiefly involved. 

In case III. the entire structure of the cord must have 
been slightly affected, the motor region most. The compara¬ 
tive escape of the bladder in case III. (no retention) is in¬ 
structive anatomically, as the limitation of the numbness to 
the altitude of the groin would indicate that the lesion was in 
the lowest dorsal or upper lumbar region of the cord, below 
the vesical centre. In cases I. and III., where the limits of 
numbness and the constriction band indicated disease of the 
mid-dorsal portion of the cord, retention and cystitis 
occurred. 

The question naturally arises: Is there any causal or phys¬ 
iological relation between the two sets of phenomena observed 
in these three cases ? 

Prof. Erb answers in the negative, and it seems to me that 
with our present knowledge of the relations between the optic 
apparatus and the spinal cord we must in agreement with him 
consider this association of optic neuritis and transverse mye¬ 
litis as accidental. 



